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(4)  It will bring to an end our troublesome and in-

definite responsibility for good government in
Egypt, as soon as we have got the country
through its present difficulties.

(5)  It is not so likely to excite French jealousy as are

plans involving exclusively British control of the
isthmus traffic.

(6)  It delivers a small strip of territory from Oriental

misrule.

(7)   It is just to  all the parties concerned, the only

person likely to be aggrieved by it being the
Sultan, whose so-called rights have been already
destroyed by events.

(8)  It settles by one measure both the political and

the commercial complications that now exist. If
the canal, or the whole of Egypt, were neutra-
lized, a definite international position would be
given to the passage, though, as we have seen,
such neutralization would in all probability intro-
duce new difficulties. Yet even if political com-
plications were avoided for the future, the com-
mercial difficulties, due to the privileged position
of M. de Lesseps and his company, would still
remain. On the other hand, if the company were
dealt with in a satisfactory manner, the commer-
cial troubles would vanish, but the political com-
plications would be as threatening as ever. The
plan I have proposed removes both, and thus
affords a better chance than any other of future
peace and security.

That there are theoretical deficiencies in it, no one
sees more clearly than its author. It would be easy,
for instance, to raise against it a number of academical
objections based upon Mill and De Tocqueville. The